
niiil till- r.il.(>r.il KoviTiiinent, becaiiK? the
Catliollc iiifiinbeiH of tJio pnrty fhoughf
propt'r. without nskluK the permlHslou of
the hciii. lufMiiher for Wo8t York (Mr. Wnl-
lace), to iiNe tlie liberty Kunnmtoed iind(>f
Hrltlsli rule to citizens ol' all creeds jiiitl

ualioiiiiiitieB to take the proper iiicans es-
tftbllshi'd hy their ChiiiTh to Hettle a (iiies-
tlon of religious difference,
There was another (piestlon whioh the lion.

Kentleinan thought proper to bring into the
dIficusHiou. He speaks of a brochure that
was distributed in 18!»(! concerning the three
millions of dollart* which appeared In the
budget of the Conservative government for
buying guns, carbines and other weapons.
Sir, knowing as you do. the feelings that I i

entertain on the (luestion of war in general.
I

you will not be siu'prl.sed to hear me sav
that, if all the wor<ls contained In tha't i

brocliure are not right, at least tlie spirit
Is not wrong, from my point of view. Sir,

:

the hoii. gentl(>man tried to say that the i

Liberals who Issued tliat brochure In the '

province of Quebec entertained disloval I

reelings toward Knglaud liecause they saw '

In tlie btiying of these w(>apons an 'effort'
on tlie part of tlie Conservative government i

to bring Canada into such relations with
dreat Britain as wculd force Canada to act
with Knglaud In n'l her wars. I have never
read the brochure referred to ; I did not
tiave it distributed In my county. The posi-
tion 1 took in my countv was this •

1 am

I

opposed to milltnrisiii for t^aiiada. I cou-
'uder Canada a pa.-ilic country, a country
happily situated far from the rlvairie's
which always tlireatened to destroy the
peace ol Europe and bring into armed con-
tllct the great powers of the world. It is
lortuuate for us tliat our countrv Is so
situated, tliat we ma,\- invite the pe!;ceful
people of all nationalities to come and i

settle liere. I was in favour of the pollcv i

of conciliation, not only for the races tiiat
'

live In Canada, but also for the nations of
the wide world. Therefore, I did not think <

proper to approve of a policv that meant
'

that we were going to war. I am speaking I

now of my personal position. But certainly, !

when that brochure was written and circu- ;

lated and when tlu! general elections came !

on, there? wa.s never any idea generally
'•

propounded in tliis country, either by one !

party or tiie other, that Canada was "to be I

an armed nation. Therefore, I say, that 't I

Avas proper, at hnist It was open! for any
candidate, either Liberal or Conservative to
dt>clare himself opposed to anv uiilitarv

i

pr^Piratlons for this country, to declare
I

"'inst'lf opposed to any policy that would
uring (anada into closer relationship with

,

urent Britain, so far as military operations
were concerned-and for any candidate tak-
ing sujh a position did not lay himself open
10 a Justiaable accusation of disloyalty to
Great Britain.

I am not going to discuss that point now,
because we shall have another o.-caslon
to discuss it at length, along with the oth»r
points that have been mentioned. 1 mere-
ly want to say that times chan:;c andwhen we wish to criticise members' words
and a( ts we must place ourselves a- the
time when tliey spoke and acted. I sav
that at the time that brochure was written
and pui)lisiied nol>ody could accuse any man
of disloyalty to Knglaud because he was op-

' posed to ^ 'anada prejniring for war. Times
have chaiigiMl, as we have often been told

j

by hon. gentlemen opi)osite, and at tlie pre-
!
sent time a dlft'erent si)irlt has developed

I

in tills country. .\t that time It was per-
;

fectly legitimate- -I do not .say to use all
the words that may ,iave been used In that

j

brochure—hut to entertain those ideas and
• to spe.'ik upon those issues.

Now, 1 have spoken at much greater
length than I liad intended, but 1 have been

i

compelled to do so by the lengthv remarks
I
of tlie hon. gentleman himself. But to sum

j

up my argument, let me say that the hon.
gentlen.an has no right, ba,sed upon auy-

,
thing wliirh may have been said bv hon.

I

gentlemen on tliis side, to accuse of dis-
loyalty any French Canadian British sub-
jects in this country. We have a right to
understand and to interi>ret the constitu-
tion of this country according to our judg-
ment, and we have a right to do so with-
out being charged with dislovalty. We
have a right to interpret the British con-
stitution, and the Canadian constitution,
according to our judgment, witliout laying
ourselves oiieii to the charge of disloyalty
because our interpretation differs from" that
of the Tory party. There was no occasion
for charging us with entertaining different
views from those our words express, there
was no occasion at all for Insinuating that
we were acting as Frenchmen in sympathy
with France, instead of as British subjects.
T say that the hon. gentleman opposite
having uttered those words, that I have
ipioted, he cannot now complain if the press
of the country interpret his words as an
.ittemitt to raise the race and religious cry
in Cfinada.


